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of NEW ENLARGEMENTS, Without any increaſe of the price. 
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Lately Publiſhed and Sold, 


By WILLIAM SMITH, Bookſeller, Glaſgow, 


In ten large Volumes, octavo, price forty ſhillings the 
fine, and twenty-cight the courſe, neatly bound, 
a new and elegant Edition of the SERMoxs, and o- 


ther Practical Works of the late reverend and learned 


Mr. Rarten ERSKINE, Miniſter of the Goſpel in Dun- 


fermline. Conſiſting of above one hundred and fifty 
| Sermons, beſides his Poems. 


CF This handſome Edition is enlarged with ſeveral Sermons, 


never before publiſhed ; and alſo, ſome other diſcourſes, not in 
| the folio volumes: with a ſhort character, a full account of the 


life, and an elegant head of the Author, finely engraven. 
An octavo Edition of Mr. ERSKIxE's Works, has been lon 
and earneſtly wiſhed for; it is now finiſhed at a conſiderable ex- 


pence, and may be had on the above eaſy terms. 
Was to read, ſays the late judicious and pious Mr, Hervey, 


with a ſingle view to the edification of my heart, in true faith, 


ſolid comfort, and evangelical holineſs ; I would have recourſe 


> Mr. Erſkine, and take his volumes for my guide, my on hai 
jon, and my own e friend.” 2x 


Alſo lately Publiſhed, Price Two Shillings, 
Sold by W. SMITH, Printer in Glaſgow; and 
W. AnDE&$0N, Bookſeller in Stirling, 


The Roenhibition of the TESsTIMOoNV: Or, a Connected 


View of thoſe Principles, upon which a Seceſſion from 
the Judicatories of the Church of Scotland was ſtated, 


buy ſeveral Miniſters of the Goſpel, in 1733.; and, 


ſince that time, maintained by £ the Aſociate $; nad. 
In ſeven different Tracts. 


5 (Eg There is prefixed to this new Edition a 8 explaining 


the Nature and Deſign of the Seceſſion-Teſtimony : And to the 


Judicial Teſtimony, beſides the corrections and amendments made 


on it, there is annexed an Appendix ; in which the Teſtimony 


is extended to ſome Public Tranſactions which have happened 


in this Church and Nation, ſince that Teſtimony was firſt pu- 


bliſhed, in 1736.; and the Aſſertory Articles pointed direaly 
in oppoſition to other a in both. 
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I. The CHRISTIAN JOURNAL: Or, Common 


In the Preſs, and Ppeedily: will be Publi iſhed; the 1200 fol- 


lowing Performances of the reverend AUTHOR of the 
preceding DEFENCE, 


IN cipExrs Spiritual InsrRUCTORS. Being a Series 


of Meditations on a Spring, a Summgr, a Harveſt, 
and a Winter Day. 


This new Editio of hs Curi3TIAN JoURNAL, hath ün— 
dergone a variety of Corrections, and conſiderable Enlarge- 


ments by the Author: And as it has been a conſiderable time 


out of print, and frequently called for, when not to be got; 


it is hoped this Impreſſion will be acceptable to the Public, : 


and purchaſed with avidity. 


1 


5 I. An ESSAY toward an eaſy, plain, practical, and 


extenſive Explication of the AssEMBLV's SHORTER 
CATECHISM, by way of Queſtion and Anſwer. 


«> The Author has been at no ſmall pains to correct, ara 
and improve, this new Edition, being the /2vr/h ; particularly 
by adding a great number of additional ſcripture texts, to 
8 the different points of doctrine advanced therein, 


A 
Of he may alſo be bat; lately Publ, iſhed, 


III. The OxacEs oF Cusisr, and the Abominations of 


Antichriſt compared: Or, a brief View of the Errors, 
Impieties, and Inhumanities of Popery, and of the 


great Danger of its ſpeedy prevalence in Britain. In 


a Letter to a Friend. By the Rev. Mr. JoHN BROWN, 
Miniſter of the Goſpel at Haddington. Price 4d. 


the 
IV. The Standard of the Spixrr diſplayed againſt the 


Enemy coming in like a Flood. Being the ſub- 
ſtance of ſeveral Sermons, preached from Iſa. lix. 19. 


on the late alarming progreſs of Popery. By the 


Rev. Mr. THOMAS BELL, Miniſter of the Goſpel in 
Glaſgow. Price, fine 38.; courſe, 28, 6d. ſnewed. 
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REVEREND SIR, 


your AccounT, which reſpects the too much 
agitated controverſy of the Burgeſs- oath; or, to 


I HAVE no intention to meddle with that part of 


the work of the Committee, which was appointed to 
review and publiſh the firſt and ſecond Teſtimonies, 
with the Preface and Appendix. If they had thought 
it worth their while, they could have anſwered for 
themſelves. If they have publiſhed ſome other papers 


along with the above-mentioned, or have ſubjoined 


marginal Notes, Concluſions, or the like, they have 


but copied after the common editions of the ſecond 


_ Teſtimony, in which you inform us, the acceſſions 


of Meſſrs. Ralph Erſkine and Thomas Mair, have 


been ſo often printed without any authority from 


either Preſbytery or Synod: they have but copied 
your own example, in your adding Introductions, Ap- 
pendixes, marginal Notes, if not alſo Interpolations, 
and acts for faſting, to not a few publiſhed acts of your 
ſynod. —They had no reaſon for omitting that ex- 
cellent ad concerning the doctrine of grace, that I know 


of, but that it is eaſy otherwiſe to be had.—-As for 
the Anſwers to Mr. Nairn, and Declarations now 


ſubjoined, they contain not a little excellent matter; 
but, perhaps, need to be corrected, before any re- 
A : 
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(76-2) 
publication.—If the printer of the Re-exhibition hath, 
in ſome paſſages, uſed inverted commas tor Italics, he 
hath but copied the pattern given him in; for ought 
I know, every former edition of the Teſtimony, on 


the hiftory of the Oath of Allegiance, notwithitanding 


it was quarrelled above forty years ago, by Mr. Currie 


and others.—I believe few readers underſtand as 
exactly the difference between theſe two forms of 


notation as you do. 


To inveigh againſt correcting the Teſtimony, where- 
ever it was neceſlary, is plainly unreaſonable. Vou 
cannot but know, what diſhonour to God, and hurt 
to the ſouls of men, have originated from the church 


of England, and the Lutheran churches obſtinate 
refuſal to correct the original conſtitutions of their 
reformers, even while they made no ſcruple to recede 


from that which was right. -Mean-while, it is much 
to the honour of the once famous Proteſtant church 
of France, that her rulers, in her general ſynods, 


from time to time, made ſuch improvements on their 


book of diſcipline, and even on their excellent Con- 
feſſion of Faith. It is to the immortal honour of 


the Dutch church, that in her famous Synod of 


Dort, the remonſtrant Arminians were required to 
_ exhibit their objections againſt her long eſtabliſhed 


orthodox Confeſſion, and in conſequence hereof, that 


Synod corrected ſaid Confeſſion, in about an hun- 
dred and fifty inſtances, without altering, as far as 
I can perceive, ſo much as one ſingle point of doc- 


trine. 


When quickly after the firſt publication of the 
fecond Teſtimony, a multitude of objections againſt 
it were offered by the old diſſenters and others in 


writ; and by Meſſrs. Currie, Williamſon, and others, 


on 
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in print, it had been very honourable for the Aſſociate 


Preſbytery to have ſeriouſly reconſidered it, and 


made every expreſſion as ſafe and cautious as poſſible. 


They had then advantages for ſuch correction, as. 


now no more exiſt. Honeſt and ready amendment, 
even of circumſtantial miſtakes, is no inconſiderable 


ſep towards perfettion.—But the ſeaſonableneſs of 


introducing this correcting work immediately after 
the unhappy breach, I cannot affirm. I never ſaw, 


how the vindication of the religious clauſe of ſome 


| burgeſs-oaths, and eſpecially how the maintaining, 
That the condemnation of the preſent ſwearing of it by 
Seceders, ſhould not be made a term of miniſterial or 
Chriſtian communion, till that matter could be got more 
deliberately conſidered, which was the true hinge upon 
which the rupture did turn,—required an alteration 
of one ſyllable in the Teſtimony.—But ſome ex- 
preſſions of it having been i improven by you or others, 
as if almoſt infallible arguments in your favours, 
ſome of our friends were too inadvertantly decoyed 


to ſuſpect or quarrel with them. This having hurt 


the reputation of the Teſtimony, and made ſeveral 
undervalue and neglect it too much, while you, or 
others, too highly extolled it, as if it had been almoſt 


comparable to our Confeſſion of Faith and Catechiſms, 


—a review of it became proper, though in circum- 

ſtances not the moſt advantageous. 5 
The Corrections which have been made, are 

wholly of the circumſtantial kind. Not one of them, 


that I know of, repreſents any thing as good, which 


was formerly repreſented as ſinful ; or as ſinful which 

was formerly repreſented as good. Next to none 

of them repreſent any thing as falſe, which had been 

formerly repreſented as true; but merely ſoften, 
"A 2 


(8) 
_ abate, or reſtrict the affirmation. Every mercy that 
was formerly pointed out, as a ſtanding ground of 
thankſgromg to God, is ſtill exhibited as ſuch. Every 
fin that was formerly pointed out as a ground of the 
Lord's controverſy to be ſeriouſly lamented, is ſtill repre- 
|| ſented as ſuch, except the parliament's appointing of 
the oaths of allegiance and abjuration to be ſworn in 
| the room of our covenants, which is (not contradicted, | 
but) merely dropped for want of evidence. No cor- 
| rection doth in the leaſt touch any of the grounds 
if of Seceſſion laid down in the firſt Teſtimony ; and 
| || hhegnce can neither alter the ſtate of the Seceſſion, nor 1 
8 any thing material in the proper exerciſe of Seceders. 
1 —Some circumſtantials, to which alone the correc- 
188 tions refer, do not in the leaſt alter the moral nature 
of tranſactions; while others only a little abate the 
goodneſs or ſinfulneſs of them. 
Your confident aſſertion, That the biftorical part , 
of the ſecond Teſtimony is the moſt important part of 
it; and that none of the repreſentations of facts in 
it were ever contradicted, rather ſhocks me, than de- 
ſerves a reply. Aſtoniſhing! are human, and ſo | 
fallible, narratives of more importance than the fun- 
damental truths of divine revelation? Is it poſſible 
for you to be ignorant, that a multitude of its nar- 0 
rations were contradicted by Mr. Currie, Sc. —If to 
ſupport your alledged principal importance of the hi- 
torical part, you pretend that the backſlidings from 
attained reformation are there laid down as grounds 
of the Seceſſi ion, that Seceſſion muſt not have been - 
| flated, as the firſt Teſtimony adhered to in the ſecond 
| ö declares, From the prevailing party in the eſtabliſbed 
Y gudicatures, but from the Epiſcopal church before, 
as well as from the Preſbyterian, at, and ever ſince. 
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the Revolution. Nay, alſo from the ſtate, contrary 
to the declaration againſt Mr. Nairn, ſolemnly a- 


dopted in the ordination vows of moſt of your bre- 
thren. h 3 Wh 
No doubt human hiſtories muſt now inform us of 


the mercies beſtowed upon our progenitors, and of 


their fearful backſlidings from God; and a human 
faith in them is neceſſary to our performance of our 
duty reſpecting both. But even where the ſaints 
had inſpired hiſtory to direct them, no more than 


the moſt remarkable mercies are acknowledged, and 


the moſt remarkable provocations in their moſt notorious 
circumſtances, are confeſſed, Neh. ix. Dan. 1x.—The 


facts relating to both, may be very evident in the 
general, while ſome aggravating, or alleviating cir- 
cumſtances may be very uncertain, Neither the ſe- 


cond Teſtimony, nor any human hiſtory can pretend 


to zive a full or thoroughly circumſtantiated account, 


of the favours of God to former generations, or of 


their ſins againſt him. 


It is certainly ſinful to plead, that to be innocent, 


either in ourſelves, or in our fathers, which God 
condemns. But it 1s no leſs ſinful to lament before 


God, and eſpecially, in the name of Chriſt to call 
others, who have leſs opportunity to inform them- 
ſelves, to confeſs and bewail before him, as /inful, 


the deeds of our fathers, any further than we have 
the cleareſt evidence of theſe facts, and of their ſin - 


fulneſs.—To murder the character of our neighbours 


of the paſt or the preſent age, under pretence of 
worſhipping God, by confeſſing or teſtifying againſt 
ther iniquities, any further than we have clear evi- 
dence of the facts, and their ſinfulneſs, as well as a 


providential call to ſuch work, is perhaps no leſs 
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(0 
criminal, than the random or malevolent offering of 
human ſacrifices to him. To pretend to honour 
God, with that which, for ought we certainly know, 
may be a reproaching of others, is more criminal 
than to offer him robbery for a burnt- offering, Prov. 
XXII. 1. Ia. Ixi. 8.— It had, perhaps, tended much 


more to the honour of God, and the good of his 
church, if both Seceders, and their opponents, had 
talked leſs of their fathers and neighbours ſinfulneſs, 
and more earneſtly ſearched out, lamented, and 
turned from their own ; and that their verbal enveigh- 


ing againſt real backſlidings, had not been too much 


placed in the room of a truly Chriſtian grief for the 
diſhonour done to Ged, by them. No doubt ſeveral 


things at the Revolution, and even between 1638 


and 1650, deſerve to be lamented. But had we 
been in their circumſtances, it is probable we had 
done no better, if not much worſe. 

' Your out-cries, that the alterations made in the 
Teſtimony are not all diſtinctly pointed out; and 


that it is ſtill repreſented as an act of the Aſſociate 


Preſbytery, come with a very bad grace from your 
hand. Theſe alterations being in circumſtantials, and 
perhaps not more numerous than thoſe made by your- 
ſelf, in a late edition of the Teſtimony, we really did 
not think them worthy to be particularlypointed out, 
any more than you did your corrections. Your point- 


ing, or forming of paragraphs, parts, and ſections, &c. 


might as really vitiate a judicial deed, as the alteration 
of ſome words. — Theſe corrections being generally 
intended not, as you groundleſly alledge, to contra- 


dict that which formerly ſtood in the Teſtimony, but 


to render the clauſes more certain, or leſs liable to 


be miſunderſtood ; and being formed by ſuch as 
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E 
reckon themſelves juſt poſſeſſors of the whole power 
of that court, which framed and emitted the Teſti- 


mony and to the laſting honour of which it re- 


dounds, that, in their circumſtances, they compoſed 


ſo large and faithful a deed, chargeable with ſo few: 


and ſo unimportant infirmities, we did not think, 


that any other court deſerved the name of it. Mean- 
while the Preface ſufficiently intimates to every 


reader, that it 1s altered in ſome things. 


Dear Sir, When perhaps times without number, 


you made alterations in the minutes of your Preſby- 


tery, or Synod, did you ever pretend that this made 


them no longer deeds of the court, but your deeds, 


dated from your cloſet? Or, do they not ſtill tand 
in print, or writ, as deeds of the court If, at your 
birth, the midwife had cut a tack of your tongue, 

or any thing elſe ;—if the barber ſhould ſhave off your 


hair, or even a dozen of warts or pimples ;—if the 


ſurgeon ſhould draw ſome of your corrupted teeth, 


and put in freſh ones, or cut off your leg when pu- 
trified, and give you a new wooden one, would 


that make you ceaſe to be a creature of God, and 


become the creature of the midwife, barber, or ſur- 
geon? You will not pretend it. Even ſo, the ſe- 
cond Teſlimony may be ſtill aſcribed to the Aſſociate 
Preſbytery, notwithſtanding a few duly advertiſed 


corrections made upon it.—The groſs and abuſive fraud 
of which, pretended by you, 1 ſhall now briefly | 


conſider, 


I. You cavil that we ſay, The firlt book of dif- 


cipline was approven © by many of the privy coun- 
< ſellors 1561,” inſtead of — by the privy council 


1560.“ But, dear Sir, if it was approven by the 
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tain it till the 17th of January following. — 
Theſe three, the firſt two of whom, wrote about an 
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compiler of it, ſays, Hiſtory, p. mihi, 275, 276. 


1 
privy council, as you affirm, it was certainly approven 
by many of the privy counſellors, as we affirm. But, 
though you conld prove that it had been ſubſcribed 
by every privy counſellor, - that will not infer, - that it 


was approven by the privy council, in their judicatiye 


capacity. Let us impartially ſtate the evidence for 
and againſt you. The ſubſcribed approbation of it 
in Dunlop's Collection of Confeſſions, is entitled, 


Adt of Secret Council. But, whether any other than 
a preſumptuous printer authoriſed this title, is un- 
certain: and of the names found in that ſubſcription, 


ſeven are added from Knox and Calderwood. —A 


Poor evidence of the authenticity of this act. Petrie 
in his church hiſtory, Part II. p. 218. repreſents this 


book of diſcipline, as allowed by the council in 
January following May 1560. Brown in Apologetical 
Relation, p. 10. ſays, „That it was preſented to 


the Council, May 2oth, (i. e. about four months 


before it was framed.) Whereupon there is an act 
of Council, ſubſcribed by twenty-ſix noblemen, and 


among them by Mr. Gordon, biſhop of Galloway, 
and by the dean of Murray.” Logan, the furious 


advocate for patronage, in his Modeſt and Humble 
Enquiry, p. 9, 10. ſays, © That having finiſhed their 
work, the 2oth of May, 15 60. (i. e. about four 
months before they began it), they preſented it to 
the Council for their approbation; but did not ob- 
-N. B. 


hundred, and the laſt above an hundred and ſeventy 
years after the event, repreſent it as drawn up be- 


fore the old Confeſſion of Faith. 


On the other hand, Knox, who was a principal 


1 8 

« 'The parliament diſſolved, (viz. in the end of Auguſt 
1560.: conſulting was had, how the church might 
be eſtabliſhed in a good and godly policy; and charge 
was given to=—draw in a volume the policy and diſ- 
cipline of the church, as well as they had done the 
 doArine (in the Confeſſion of Faith,) which they did, 
and preſented to the nobility, who did peruſe it many 
days. Souk approved it, and willed the ſame to 
have been ſet forth by a law. OrTuzss, perceiving 
their carnal liberty and worldly commodity ſome- 
what to be impaired thereby, grudged ; in ſo much 
that the name of the book of diſcipline became odious 
to them. — Yet the ſame was ſubſcribed by a great 
part of the nobility. (He mentions one duke, four- 
teen earls and lords, four barons, and Gordon and 
Gray clergymen:) and a great number more in the 

town-buith of Edinburgh, the 17th of January 1 560.” 
Calderwood, who lived not long after, ſays, Hiſt. 
p- 24. © After the diſſolving of the parliament (which 

had ratified the Confeſſion of Faith, and had made 
acts againſt Popery, in Auguſt 1560.) commiſſion 
Was given to Mr. John Knox, &c.—to ſet down the 
heads of diſcipline, as well as they had done of doc- 
trine. They obeyed; and preſented it to the nobility. 
Some approved it, and wiſhed to have it ratified by 
law. Others—grudged ; and the name of the book 
of diſcipline became odious to them.—Yet a number 
of the nobility ſubſcribed it in the month of January 
following.” Page 30. At the Convention in Ja- 
nuary, the book of diſcipline was ſubſcribed by a 
preat part of the nobility, (fifteen lords, four barons, 
two clergymen,) and ſundry others. In December, 
the profeſſors that ruled the court, (after the return 

of Mary their popiſh queen) began to draw them 
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ſelves apart from their (Proteſtant) brethren, and 
alſo to draw ſome other lords; and yet raged that any 


thing fhould be conſulted upon, without their ad- 
vice,—The miniſters (repreſented) the book of diſ- 


cipline (as) ſubſcribed by the moſt part with their 
own hands. Some began to deny that ever they knew 
of ſuch a thing as the book of diſcipline.” 


Spotſwood, who had the fulleſt acceſs to certain 


information by the acts of council, and his own fa- 


ther's immediate teſtimony, ſays, Hiſtory, p. 152. 
In the Convention kept at Edinburgh in January, 
a form of church policy was preſented, and deſir- 


ed to be ratified.” Page 174, 175. © The eſtates 


not thinking it meet to enter at that time on exa- 
mination of the policy. — After the convention diſ- 
ſolved, — divers noblemen and barons, moved by John 


Knox, did conveen, and ſet their hands to the ſame. 
(He mentions fourteen nobles, two Ca pas, four 1 
lairds) and divers burgeſſes.“ 3 


-_ in his hiſtory, vol. II. p. 470, 471. fays, 
The church diſcipline was laid before the nobility, 
8 took ſeveral days to peruſe it. Some were 


willing to paſs it into a law, but the majority diſ- 


ſented.— After the receſs of the convention, ſeveral 


noblemen and barons met, at the iffſtance of John 


Knox, and ſigned the diſcipline.” _ 
Shiels, in Hind let looſe, p. 37. ſays, © The book 


of diſcipline—was ſubſcribed by a great part of the 


nobulty N. B. He doth not ſay the greater part. 
_ Crookſhanks, in his hiſtory, p- 7. ſays, A con- 


vention of eſtates met in January 1561. at which 
the book of GiIcipgnc was ſubſcribed by many of the 


nobility and gentry.” 
Stevenſon, in his hiſtory, p. 10 9. ſays, © They 


2 
25 
A. 


„ 

preſented it to the privy council, ſome of whom ap- 
proved it, and wiſhed to have the ſame ratified by 
law; but others—were no way ſatisfied: therefore 
no acta ratification of the book could be ob- 
1 

Dear Sir, is it common ſenſe to fiy. the book of 
diſcipline was compiled before the Confeſſion of faith, 


as theſe in the preceding paragraphs, who repreſent 
it as approven by the privy council do. Or, after all 
the evidence I have given to the contrary, Is it con- 


ſiſtent with common candor to contend, that the ap- 
probation of this book of diſcipline, by the privy coun- 
cil, is no way uncertain*— We changed © 1560,” into 


* 1561,” to make it agree with the preſent reckon- 


ing of years, and with other dates in the Teſtimony ; 
and through want of zeal for commemorating the 
popiſh form of the year, which had been inſtituted 


for the honour of the Antichriſtian feſtivals of Lady 


Mary's conception on the 25th of March, and of Chri/t- 


mas, nine months after. What hurt can this do to 


a Proteſtant teſtimony ? 


II. You charge us with groſs fraud for ſuggeſting, 
p. 89. That the reformation attained in our church, 
in oppoſition to patronages, was not ratified by the 
parl. 1592, in act 114, or 116,—And, like the fu- 
rious advocates for patronage, about fifty years ago, 
you pretend, that the ſecond book of diſcipline doth 


but czavs that the parliament would aboliſh patro- 


nages. But, dear Sir, you cannot but know, that 

our firſt book of diſcipline affirms, chap. iv. 2. © It 

appertains to the people, and to every ſeveral con- 

gregation, to elect their miniſter.” In the ſaid book 

or diſcipline, agreed to by the Aſſembly 1578, ap- 
B 2 | 
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626) 
proven and inſerted into the Regiſter 15 8 1, appoint- 
ed to be ſubſcribed by all the miniſters of the church 
of Scotland in 15 90.; it is declared, chap. iii. 5 


that © none ſhould be intruded into any offices in the 
kirk, contrary to the wall of the congregation, to 


whom they are appointed.” And chap. xii. 9, 10, 


“The liberty which the church enjoyed before ſhe 
was corrupted by Antichriſt (imported,) that none 
ſhould be intruded upon any congregation, either 
by the Prince or any inferior perſon, without law- 


ful election, and the aſſent of the people over whom 
(he) is placed, as the practice of the apoſtolical kir 
and good order craves. — This order which God's 
word craves, cannot fland with patronages and pre- 


ſentations to benefices uſed in the Pope's kirk. 
The names of patronages and benefices, together 
with the effect thereof, have flowed from the Pope, 
and corruption of the canon law only,—in ſo far as 


thereby any perſon was intruded or placed over kirks, 


having the charge of ſouls; and for aſmuchas that 
manner of providing hath no ground in the word of 

God, but is contrary to the ſame, and to the ſaid li- 
berty of election, they ought not now to have place in 


this light of Refor e ; and therefore, whoſoever 


will embrace God's word, and deſire the kingdom 


of Chriſt Jeſus to be advanced, they will aller em- 


brace and receive that policy and order, which the 


word of God and upright ſtate of the church crave; . | 
otherwiſe, it is in yain, that they have profeſſed the 
fame,” Can even the keeneſt advocate for patron- 


age, with candor, pretend, that ſuch declarations | 
amount to no more but a mere craving, that the par- 
lament would aboliſh patronages? No: they imply 


a moſt thorough knowledge, faith, profeſſion, and 


n 


ſolemn exhibition of the moſt plain and faithful te- 


ſtimony, that was ever given, by the church of Scot- 


land, for the divine right of adult Chriſtians to elect 
their own' paſtors; and againſt patronage, as an an- 
tiſcriptural, popiſh, and church - corrupting abomina- 
tion. If this was any piece of reformation attained to, 
in the church of Scotland, as you muſt grant it was, 
if you be a Seceder ;—pleaſe inform us, if you can, 
| how this teſtimony againſt patronage could be rati- 
fied in an act of parliament which expreſly eſtabliſh- 
eth patronages, and requires the preſbytery to ordain 
or admit ſuch qualified candidates as the patrons 
| ſhould preſent. Or, prove that no reformation can 

be ſaid to be attarned in the church, unleſs where it 
: is ratified by the ſtate. 


III. You ovale: that, in p. 90, we have ſtated 
the cenſure of the Biſhops in 1638, from the acts of 


aſſembly, rather than from the mere titles of ſome 
of them. But, Sir, (1.) Titles of acts of Aſſembly, 


or even of parliament, have, at leaſt, often, no real 


authority, being merely the work of the clerk; and 
are ſometimes very inacurate and inadequate to the 
acts: (ſee act iv. 6 parl. 1640.) Whereas the acts 
themſelves have the authority of the court, as well 
as more fully repreſent what is tranſacted. (2) If, 
as you pretend, the pEPOsixe of the Biſhops in 1638, 
plainly meant only a depojing of them from their epiſco- 
pal function, their depoſition could have been no pro- 


per cenſure at all, as that epiſcopal function is no 


real office warranted by Chriſt. (3.) If, as you pre- 
tend, the depoſition of the biſhops be of no importance 
or propriety in that part of the Teſtimony, how is their 
excommunication, there mentioned, of any import» 
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_ ance or propriety, in it? — Or, Is the juſt cenſure of 


notorious ring-leaders, in fearful apoſtacy, of no im- 
portance or propriety in the Teſtimony ? (4.) If, as 
you allege, biſhops ſit and vote in parliament, properly 
conſidered as Bakoxs, their fitting and voting there 
may be very regular; and we Seceders, and many 
others, have fooliſhly imagined that they fat and 


voted there, as ſpiritual lords, repreſenting the 


church; and the common diſtinction of lords ſpiritual 
and femporal muſt be quite abſurd. (5.) If, as you 
pretend, the Teſtimony ſo very properly left the de- 


. privation of the biſhops from their commiſſion to vote 


in parhament, to be included in their depoſition from 


their epiſcopal function, how came that very wiſe 


aſſembly 1638, very properly, to mention it as à di- 
flint thing in all their five acts relative to the cenſure 
of the biſhops? Beſides, you cannot but know, that 
in that period, not a few others beſides the biſhops, 
might have fat and voted in parliament, as commiſ- 

ſioners from the kirk. (6.) Theſe depoſed biſhops _ 
fat and voted in parliament, not merely as admitted 


by the parliament, but properly and formally as con- 
miſſioned by, and in name of the kirk, Hence, to de- 


poſe them from the privilege of fitting and voting in 
parliament, in name of the kirk, means neither more 
nor leſs, than depriving them of all commiſſi on or power 
to act in parliament, in name of, or as commiſſioners 
from the church, 


I. vou pretend that we have groſly and fraudu- 


lently calumniated our covenanting anceſtors, in ac- 
knowledging, p. 90, 91. That the enforcing of religi— 


ous duties with civil penalties, and in too many inſtances 


blending the affairs ef church and ſlate ⁊vith one an- 


( Iy-F 
other, is totally inconſiſtent with the ſpiritual nature of 
Chriſt s kingdom ;—and boldly challenge us to give ſo 
much as one inſtance, in all the public manage- 
ments from 1638 to 1650, of any religious duty, as 
ſuch, or any matter of a religious duty, diſtinetiy conſider- 
ed, having ever been enforced by civil penalties. | 
But, dear Sir, 1. You cannot he ignorant, that, i 
in that glorious period of reformation, both church il 
and ſtate inſtigated to, enacted, approved, or puſhed 
the execution of laws requiring papiſts, and every o- 
their adult perſon in the nation, to partake of the 
Lord's ſupper, at leaſt once a-year, under very ſe- 
vere penalties ;—and laws annexing out-lawry and 
confiſcation of property to eccleſiaſtical excommunica- 
tions; and that they concurred in annexing ſevere 
penalties to the not taking of the national covenant 
and ſolemn leagne, which they accounted religious 
covenants with God ;—and that, even the general aſ- 
ſembly 1640, as if they had been a civil court, en- 
acted, That expectants who refuſed to ſwear the na- 
tional covenant, ſhould not be allowed to reſide in 
burghs.— Theſe, and any thing ſimilar, not the con- 3 
necting of duties to man with duties to God in the 
covenants, as you inſinuate, were the things teſtifi- 
ed againſt in the clauſe you quarrel. — If you can 
prove them, conſiſtent with the ſpiritual nature of 
Chriſt's kingdom, I dare promiſe that we ſhall req 
Probate the clauſe. But, | 
2. All of a ſudden, in your account, p. 33,—37. | | 
you appear to me a zealous advocate for toleration of 
falſe religion, and againſt magiſtrates reſtraining their | 
ſubjects from openly profeſſing, practiſing, and pro- 
pagating groſs hereſies, blaſphemies, and idolaties, 
if they but live peaceably with their neighbours ;— 
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and to hold that magiſtrates have as much power 4+ 
gainſt the truth as for the truth. If ſo, you ought 
to have openly renounced and condemned the Scotch 
confeſſion, Art. xxiv. which is expreſly ſworn to in 
our national covenant, as the undoubted truth of God ; 
the ſecond book of diſcipline, chap. i. & x.; and the 
Weſtminſter confeſſion of faith, chap. xx. 4. and 
xxiii. 3.: part of the larger catechiſm, 2. 108, 109. z 
and all the texts of ſcripture which ſupport it and 
all the vows, by which you and others have ſolemn- 
ly avowed and engaged to maintain and defend the 
doctrine of theſe paſlages, as far ſadder affairs, and 
more dreadful diſgraces to our nation, than that part 
of the act of aſſembly 1647. ; and of the proſecution 
of prog Wiſhart, againſt which you inveigh. 


V. Percelving pathing but mere quibbles in your 
high charge agzinſl the beginning of the fecond pa- 
ragraph, p. 91. I only reply, (I.) I and my brethren 
believe that the countenance which God gave the 
covenanters in Scotland, encouraged multitndes of 
the Engliſh and Iriſh to enter into the Solemn League, 
and that their own diſtreſsful circumſtances inſtigat- 
ed others. (2.) We believe that their covenanting 
was with many all at once, an immediate effect of 
their reformation, and of the powerful influence of 
God's Spirit on them. (3.) We are lo little for drop- 
ping the preſervation of the reformation in Scotland, 
in the Solemn League, that we cannot ſo much 
as conceive how a joint reformation in all the three 
kingdoms could have been promoted or advanced, 
without maintaining and preſerving the reforma- 
tion of the church of Scotland. 


[By ) 


VI. The next gro/s fraud you charge upon us, is 
that in p. 95. We fay, This introduction of ſuch 
© perſons into place of power and truſt, was contrary 

© to, and condemned by the word of God, inſtead of, 
The foreſaid reſolutions of both church and ftate, 
© were ann to, and condemned by the word of 
God.“ But, Sir, any body of common ſenſe, may 
ſee from what preceeds and follows, that this cor- 


rection was not made, as you pretend, in order to 


drop all teſtimony againſt the public reſolutions of 
the church: But it was made, (1.) To render the 
connection with the words immediately preceding 


and following, more natural, cloſe, and evident. 


(2.) To render the ſentence more plain and intelli- 
gible to common readers ;—it being far more eaſy 


for ſuch to perceive, how the introduction of notour 
enemies of a covenanted reformation into places of 


power and truſt, is contrary to the ſcriptures there 
mentioned, than to judge whether reſolutions moſt 


craftily expreſſed, in order to conceal the wickedneſs 


thereof, and which few of them have occaſion to ſee, 
be contrary to ſuch texts or not. And if once they 
ſee the matter which is reſolved to be contrary to the 
word of God, they muſt neceſſarily perceive, that 
all reſolutions, whether of church or ſtate, in ſo far 
as they promote it, muſt alſo be contrary to theſe 
oracles of God. (3.) The correction makes the ſen- 
tence an expreſs teſtimony againſt the continued ad- 


miſſion of ſuch perſons into places of power and truſt. 


VII. The words, except a few, in p. 95. in 
which you find rank nonſenſe; and the paragraph, 
near the foot of p. 101, which begins, © Prelacy is 

1 0 
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* never conſidered,” &c. out of which you form a 
ſhcoking inconſiſtency; and your 15th inſtance of groſs 


fraud, with its ſingular oddneſs, are no more charge- 


able upon the Synod, than upon yourſelf. Neither 
do I know politively who is to be blamed : Whether 
the printer has inſerted ſome words and ſentences, 
agreed upon to be eraſed, as in the two firſt inſtances, 


by the eraſments being made with too pale ink; or 


if the emendations, intended to be made, have not 
been accurately marked, at the proper place, in the 
copy he got to print from, as in the laſt inſtance, 1 


am not quite certain.— The new clauſe, brought in 


after the words /elf-love, in the third line of the pa- 
ragraph, near the foot of p. 124. ſhould have been 


inſerted after love, in the eleventh line of that 
paragraph, inſtead of theſe words, And error, being 
in the nature of the thing a falſe propoſition, or ex- 


preſſion; and an high expreſſion in common language | 
being nothing elſe but a truth ſet in a ſtrong light, 
which ought not to have been printed at all: and 
then the whole paragraph would have run as $ below”. 


VIII. You loudiy complain, That, in p. 102, we 
have altogether dropped a pallage which intimated 


* A like injury has hers done to truth, by the Committee's 


Judging, That the expreſſions objected againſt, are only 1 high 
on the fide of ſelf- love; particularly, his afferting * ſelt-love to 


„be the ſole principle, ſtandard, and motive of all religious 
actions: and the Aſſembly's being of the opinion, That the 
Committee's thus ſtating the matter, is a ſufficient caution againſt 
error, has thereby reduced his ſentiments (concerning ſelf-love's 
being the ſole principle, ſtandard, and motive of all virtuous 


and religious actions,) tonothing elſe, but to 1% high expreſſions on 
the /ide of /elf-love ; which amounts to no more than that he had 
expreſſed the truth in equivocal and ſuſpicious terms: hereby the 


important truths of God, that relate to the principle, ſtandard, and 
motive of our actions, are left wounded and bleeding in our ſtreets. 


e 
the righteouſneſs of God, in rendering Scotland 7s 
more a nation by itſelf, and in for ever depriving our 
noblemen, barons, and burgeſſes of the opportunity 
of acting by themſelves, in a parliamentary capacity. 
Believe me, Sir, we allow, that the finful neglects 
of our parliaments at the Revolution, did deſerve 
the judgments of God; but we think, great caution, 
eſpecially in public teſtimonies for the cauſe of Chriſt, 
ought to be uſed in referring the public judgments 
of God to particular cauſes. Moreover, we are not 
altogether clear in our own minds, that the civil efedts 
of the union ſettlement, which are mentioned in that 
paſſage, were a tremendous judgment of God, or to call 
others to hold them as ſuch, in their worſhipping of 
Him. Had religion been eſtabliſhed agreeably to the 
Solemn League, we cannot ſay, that it would have 
been any real unhappineſs; at leaſt, any remarkable 
unhappineſs, for Scotland to be incorporated into 
one kingdom, or nation, with England. 
You complain, that the paſſage which affirmed, 
That the oath of allegiance was impoſed in the room of 
our covenants, by the Revolution parliament, is alſo 
dropped. But, dear Sir, you muſt allow, That in 
a public teſtimony for Chriſt, every affirmation ought 
not only to be true, but fully evident. Now, we 
could find no irrefragable evidence, ſufficicnt to 
warrant our confeſſing before God, as the fin of that 
_ parliament, that they intended to impoſe the 
_ oath of allegiance, inſtead of our covenants. 
(I.) The original words of the Teſtimony, which 
are marked with inverted commas, as if they were 
the expreſs words of the parliament, are to be found 
in none of their acts: nor, perhaps, have they the 
ſame meaning with thoſe of the parliament, which 
C 2 


Why then pretend, that, when the pa 
the oath of allegiance in the room of all other oaths of _ 
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are, And do hereby retreat and reſcind all preced- 
ing laws and acts of parliament, in ſo far, as they 
* impoſe any other oaths of allegiance, ſupremacy, de- 


* clarations, or teſts, except the oath de fideli; —in 


which words, there is not one ſyllable of the cove- 
nants being laid aſide. Neither the national cove- 


nant, nor ſolemn league, are any where in the Scotch 


laws, called oaths of allegiance, ſupremacy, declarations, 


and fe/ts, any more than I am called Mr. Adam Gib 


of Croſs Cauſey. If you ſaw an act of the juſticiary 


lords, condemning me to be hanged for forgery, 
upon the 18th day of next month, would you debate, 
from the preſs, that it was yourſelf that was thus 
condemned to the gibbet? You CE would not. 
liament placed 


allegiance, ſupremacy, declarations, and teſts, except the 


oath de fideli, they impoſed it in the room of our cove- 
nants, to which no parliament had ever given any ſuch 
deſignation. (2.) According to yourſelf, no law which 


had ever impoſed our covenants, or any parliament 
which had made any law in their favours, had any legal 


force, when the Revolution parliament impoſed the 


oath of allegiance, nor about thirty years before, 


but lay buried under the ads reſciſſory. How then 


could lars, or acts of parliament, reſcinded by the 

act impoſing the oath of allegiance, include any of 
theſe acts impoſing our covenants, any more than 
you can kill a man, who was dead and buried thirty 
years before you was born? (z.) The order of the 
ſolemn engagements, oaths of allegiance, ſupremacy, 


Kc. which were laid aſide by this act of parliament, 
plainly manifeſts, that it was never intended to reach 
further back than 1661. when the oath of allegiance, 


( 25 ) 
or ſupremacy, was impoſed ; after which came the de- 
claration, and the teſt. (4.) Shiels, a zealous cove- 
nanter, on Church Communion, p. 76. and Boſton - 
in his Sermon on Schiſm, both of them judicious, - 
and enquiring cotemporaries ; and the commiſſion of 
the general Aſſembly 1698, in their Seaſonable Ad. 
monition, p. 22. affirm, That they were confident, 
that the parliament had no intention to impoſe the 
_ oath of allegiance, in the room of our covenants 
but only in the place of the oaths, which had been 
impoſed in the perſecuting period, from 1660 to 1688. 
(5.) No real friend of our covenants, could wiſh 
theſe religious covenants with God debaſed into the 
| place of a civil oath to the king, as the oaths of alle- 
giance or abjuration certainly are.— Why, without 
any proper evidence to ſupport it, and notwith- 
ſtanding ſo much evidence to the contrary, ſhould 
we dare to require our fellow Chriſtians to worſhip 
God, by acknowledging it as 4 ground of his righteous 
judgments, that the Revolution parliament impoſed 
the civil oath of allegiance, inſtead of our religious 
© covenants, which I could not, without an abominable 
debaſement of them, be put into its place? 
Bring home, Sir, the matter to yourſelf, and 
think, if contrary to as much evidence, our Synod 
ſhould enact it, as a ſtanding ground of mourning 
before God, that yours had appointed, or encouraged 
you to write malevolent and columnious pamphlets 
againſt their oppoſers, inſtead of regularly inſtructing 
your family in the truths of God, and viſiting or 
examining your congregation; would you approve 
our obſtinately adhering to ſuch an act, as a true, 
holy, and prudent zeal for God? You would not. 
Why then ſhould we uſe ſuch freedoms with the 
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Revolution parliament, as you would abhor to have 
uſed with yourſelf and your brethren. 
Jou no leſs loudly complain, that in p. 102, we 
inſinuate, That the a&s reſciſſory ſeem to be materially 
reſcinded, in /6 far as contrary to the ſaid true religion, 
and Preſbyterian government, eſtabliſhed by act of par- 
liament 1690. But, Sir, you can ſcarce be ignorant, 
that theſe acts reſciſſory had a double influence, im- 
mediate and mediate, By their immediate influence, 
they annulled the whole authority of the parliaments, 
from 1640 to 1650; in conſequence of which every 
one of their acts, relative to the public concerns of 
the nation, became null and void, no more pleadable 
in law, than if they had been the deeds of a drunken 
club. In reſpec of this influence, the acts reſciſſory 
are /eft antouched in the Revolution ſettlement ; and 
hence all the legal ſecurities given to a covenanted 
work of reformation, from 1640 to 1650, as well 
as the authority of thoſe parliaments which gave them, 
{till continue altogether null and void, in law reckon- 
ing, buried under the immediate influence of the acts 
reſcilſury. But by making void theſe legal ſecurities, 
theſe acts reſciſſory, by their mediate influence, alſo 
extruded the Weſtminſter Confeſſion of Faith, and 
Preſbyterian church government, from having any 
civil eſtabliſhment in this kingdom; and by annulling 
all the laws which had been made againſt Prelacy, 
patronage, holy days, &c. they opened the door 
for Prelacy and its attendants to return, as having 
the only civil eſtabliſhment, as much as before 163 8. 
Accordingly, in the firſt act of parliament, 1662. 
reſtoring epiſcopacy, the laws in favours of it are not 
faid to be REVIVED, but merely to be RATIFIED, as 
acts already in full force, It is only in reſpect of 


6-9) 
this mediate and ſecondary influence, that the acts re- 
ſciſſory are, or juſtly can be, ſaid to be materially 
reſcinded, in ſo far as contrary to the ſaid religion and Pref- 
byterian church government, eſtabliſhed by Act V. 1690. 
— Certainly you will not dare to pretend, at leaſt to 


prove, that theſe acts reſciſſory have ſtill this ſecon- 


dary and mediate influence, as they had before 1690. 


You appear to me to contend, that 70 indignity was 


done to our ſolemn covenants, and to the great God, 


as the party in them, by the wicked laws of 


Charles II. and James VII. requiring their ſubjects 


pholemnhy, and under pain of being puniſhed as uſurpers 
of his mayeſty's authority, to renounce or abjure theſe 
covenants as UNLAWFUL and not BIN DING; or declar- 
ing it high treaſon to adminiſter, or take them, or even 


ſpeak, or write in defence of them. Aſtoniſhing ! 


Would the Britiſh Parliament do no indignity to 
Jeſus Chriſt, and his true Proteſtant religion, = 
next month, they ſhould make a law requiring men, 
under the higheſt penalties, /o/emn!y to renounce and 
abjure it, as an horrid abomination ;—ind declaring it 
big / treaſon to teach, believe, profeſs, or ſpeak, 9 


write 1 in defence of it? 


IX. You highly 3 our ſaying, p. 102. 


That it was the laudible practice in reforming times 


| © to condemn the moſt glaring ſteps of defection, 
inſtead of ſaying, That it was their“ practice to con- 
* demn ALL ſteps of defeſtion. But really, Sir, 
we could not find ſufficient evidence to warrant a 
conſcientious averring before God, that aL. ſteps of 
_ defection were judicially condemned, between 1638, 
and 1650. More then forty years ago, Mr, Currie, 
in his Eſſay, p. 136, 146, 147. and his Vindication, 
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p. 252,—313- mentioned ſeveral ſteps of defection, 


the public condemnation of which, I could never 


ſee in any of the acts of Aſſembly in that period, 


though I am ſure yourſelf cannot more really wiſh 
the candid and manifeſt vindication of it 18 I do. 
But it is in deciſive evidence, not in vague and bold 


affirmations, that I can acquieſce. The acknowledg- 


ment prefixed to their covenant, by the Commiſſion 


in 1648. is indeed remarkably extenſive and candid; 
but yet doth not plainly touch upon ATL. sTErs of 


defection. That in 1651. is ſtill more ſo. But you 
cannot pretend, that it was approven by the ſubſe- 


quent Aſſembly, Far from it. 


X. In oppoſition to our lamenting, p. 103. That 


the general Aſſembly 1690. did not make ſuch a plain 


and partitular acknowledgment of the fins of the preced- | 
ing perſecuting period, as might have been expected, 


You contend, That nor Ax particular acknowledg- 
ment AT ALL of the heinous backſlidings of the for- 
mer period, made at the Revolution, can be pro- 


duced. — But, dear Sir, you have certainly read 
Act XII. Aſſembly 1690. for a Faſt, in which they 


acknowledge, That the ration had dealt treacherouſly = 
with the Lord, and been unſtedfaſt in his covenant the 


intereſt of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and privileges of his 


church, had been ſacrificed to the luſts of men ;—the 
| ſupremacy advanced in ſuch a way, and to ſuch an height 
as never any Chriſtian church acknowledged ;—the go- 


vernment of the church altered, and prelacy, which 
| hath always been grievous to this nation introduced; 
and many of the then ſtanding miniſtry of Scotland, did 


ſuddenly and readily comply with it: many faithful 


miniſters were thereupon caſt out, and many inſufficient 


( 29 ) 
und ſcandalous inen thruſt in on their charges ; and many 
families ruined, becauſe they would not own them as their 
_ paſtors ;—impoſing and taking ungodly, unlawful oaths 
and bonds ;—and many ruined and oppreſſed for not 
taking them; — iniquity hath been eſtabliſhed by law, — 
making and executing unrighteous ſtatutes, and ſad per- 


ſecutions of many fer their conſcience towards God ;—too 


general fainting f miniſters not giving ſeaſonable and ne- 


ceſſary teſtimony againſt the defections and evils of the 
time ;—the abomination of the maſs was ſet up in many 
places, and Popiſh ſcheols erected, and ſeverals fell into 
idolatry, &c. How is it poſſible for a man to read 


this act, and yet pretend, that Nor ANx particular 
acknowledgment of the backſlidings of the former 
period, aT ALL, was made? Notwithſtanding I am 


not ſatisfied with it, I inſiſt, that you produce one 


as particular acknowledgment of preceding defections 
in any one Act of Aſſembly, between 1637, and. 
1648.; if you can. | KNOW, you cannot. 


XI. You no lefs blame us for inſerting the word 
sEVERAL into the Committee's account of Mr. Shiels, 
Boyd's, and Lining's Large paper of Grievances, 


p-. 103. But, dear Sir, we took this word SEVERAL, 


from the expreſs words of that report as Rated in 


the printed acts of Aſſembly, which are, Though 
* there be ſeveral good things in it, yet the {ſame 
(i. e. Large Paper) doth alſo contain sEVERAL pe- 
remptory and groſs miſtakes, unſeaſonable and 
impracticable propoſals, and uncharitable and in- 


* tentions, than to compoſe divifons Beſides, Sir, 


Mr. Lining, in his Preface to Mr. Shiels, on church 


communion, peremptorily affir ms, That even the above 


U 


jurious reflections, tending rather to kindle con- 
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words, were not in the original minute of the Af- 
ſembly, but were foiſted into it, by the fraudulent 
reviſers of it for the preſs; and that the Aſſembly 
approved the report of their Committee, no further, 


than as it bore, that their ſhort paper ſhould be read, 
| —and that the reading of their large paper would 


be inconvenient. Can you prove him a liar? 


XII. You complain, that in p. 103. we ſay, © The 


Aſſembly 1690. did not by any formal and expreſs 
act, aſſert the divine right of Preſbytery, and the 
intrinſic power of the church ;* inſtead of, — did 


vowed Preſbyterian government to be acceptable to 


Cod, Act III.; had approven Meſſrs. Shiels, Lining, 
and Boyd's ſhort Paper, in which is affirmed, That 
the general Aſſembly is inveſted with authority, in 
foro diving, Act V.—and had required all intrants 
to the miniſtry, or to preach the goſpel, ſolemnly 
to approve the Weſtminſter Confeſſion of Faith, ſe- 
veral paſſages of which, as chap. xxxi. 1, 2. and xxiii. 


conjunctly taken, can never be reconciled to Eraſ- 
tianiſm, Epiſcopacy, or Independency,—you could 
certainly have made a ſhift to prove, that they had 


indirectly aſſerted theſe important points. Moreover, 
ift, as you pretend, the Aſſembly 1690. did not AT 
ALL aſſert theſe truths, the expreſſion of the Re- ex- 


hibition, will ſtill land firm and ſure, containing 
nothing but exact truth. 


XIII. You next contend, That the ſolemn decla- 
ration of the Moderator, in name of the Aſſembly 1692. 


when King William, by his Commiſſioner, dillolved 


not aſſert,, &c. But, Sir, had your own Synod 
been in their circumſtances, and like them had a- 


N 
it, without naming any diet for another meeting, 
viz. That the office-bearers in the houſe of God, 
have a ſpiritual intrinſic power from Jeſus Chriſt, 


* the only Head of the church, to meet in Aſſembly 
about the affairs thereof, the neceſſity of the ſame 


© having been firſt repreſented to the magiſtrate, 
—and his naming a diet for their next meeting, — 


and the members unanimous aſſent to his declaration, 
and his nomination of another diet z—all which is 


ſaid to be marked in the minutes of the Aſſembly, 


—was no ſtanding teſtimony againſt King William's 
Eraſtian adjournment, or diſſolution of general Aſ- 


ſemblies. But, dear Sir, (1.) If this declaration had 
been your own, would you have thought as lightly of 
it? (2.) The eminently zealous Mr. Hog of Carnock, 


who was preſent, doth in his Life in Miſcellany, 


p. mihi 198. repreſent it as a moſt FREE and FaITH- 
ru. TEsTIMONY againſt ſuch Eraſtian encroachment 


on the Headſhip of Chriſt, and intrinſic power of 


the church, which greatly gladdened the hearts of the 
godly in that period. (3.) Suppoſe you ſhould not 
allow it to be any ſtanding teſtimony at all; our aſ- 
ſertion in the Re-exhibition, will ſtill hold true, viz. 
That there is no ſuch ſtanding teſtimony as could be 


w/hed, againſt theſe Eraſtian encroachments. 


XIV. Becauſe, for mere want of evidence to ſup- 
port us, we forbear to affirm, p. 108. "That the ab- 
juration oath is impoſed by the Parliament of Britain, 
in the Place of our covenants, you pretend, that we 
refuſe any injury to be done to our covenants by it. 
But, (1.) Nothing can be more really falſe. We 


look upon the abjuration oath, as unneceſſary and vain; 
as containing ſeveral dubious, unintelligible, or unſe ife 
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expreſſions; as binding the ſwearers to an indire# 
maintainance of Prelacy, and the ceremonies in England; 
and as calculated to give offence, on every band. 
We look on the impoſition of it, or of the oath of 
allegiance on miniſters, as a neceſſary qualifiration of 
their holding or exerciſing their office, or enjoying 
their benefice, to be highly Eraſtian. (2.) Nothing 
can be more evidently falſe. In the very words 
printed by your order, we aſſert, That the united 
conſtitution, direfly oppoſite to our covenant-union, 1s 
| bomologated and ſworn to, in the abjuration oath. In 
the preceding page 107. we exprelly affirm, That 
it was at firſt Framed and calculated for the maintain- 
_ ance of the Englith conſtitution,. both in church and ſtate. 
But after all, (3.) It is no more contrary to our 
covenants than to our ſolemn engagements in baptiſm 
and the Lord's ſupper, in the room of which, you 
do not pretend it to be impoſed. Nor can you pro- 
duce a ſingle expreſſion in the acts impoſing it, which 
repreſent it as required in the room of our covenants, 
any more than in the room of our baptiſm. It is 
plainly impoſed as a civil oath, While our covenants 
are certainly religious vows. 


AV. Your next charge of groſs fraud, 1s intirely 
founded upon the mination of the paſſage, as is 
hinted above, No VII. p. 21, 22. 


XVI. You next e that in p. 140. we 
fay, No proper nor effectual remedies are applied 
* againſt this growing evil (Popery) by either church 
vor ſtate; inſtead of ſaying, * No proper nor effec- 
* tual remedies are applied againſt this growing evil; 
© and particularly, church deſcipline i is not duly ex 


C49: 

5 erciſed againſt Papiſts, according to former laudible | 
+ acts and conſtitutions of the church.“ But, Sir, 
(I.) Our correction renders the Teſtimony more * 
tenſive, ſtriking expreſly againſt the neglect of the 
ſtate, as well as of the church, to apply effectual reme - 
dies againſt the growth of Popery. (2.) It makes 
it no leſs ſafe: for, notwithſtanding our hearty ab- 
horrence of Popery, we could not, in a ſolemn teſti- 
mony for Jeſus Chriſt, cordially approve every thing 
enacted againſt Papiſts in all the conſtitutions of _ 
either church or ſtate, Dare you ſay, yOu candidly 
do it? No; you * not. 


XVII. XVIII. Your two laſt inſtances of the groſs 
and fraudulent abuſes, which we have committed 
upon the Teſtimony, are that, in p. 152. we declare 
our adherence, *© to the ſeveral regular and ſcriptural 
£ Teſtimonies in behalf of the covenanted reforma- 
tion of this church, n the year 1650, to the 
year 16883 inſtead of, — to the ſeveral teſtimo- 
nies,” &c.——And, that we declare our adherence 
to the ſeveral Teſtimonies emitted ſince the year 1688, 
againſt the ſeveral ſteps of backſliding from a cove- 
nanted reformation once attained unto, In fo far al- 
lenarly as theſe Teſtimonies are calculated to maintain 
the doctrine, worſhip, diſcipline, and government of the 
church of Scotland, founded on the word of God. But, 
dear Sir, (1.) We have but copied the example which 
the Aſſociate Preſbytery ſet us, in the end of the 
preceding paragraph: and ſo are confident that our 
additions expreſs nothing, but what they really meant, 
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(. 2.) We cannot be too cautious in our ſolemn ad- 


herences to human teſtimonies, eſpecially to ſo many 
as were emitted in ſo long a time. I do not know, 
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Cay 


- if euch yourlelf ever hw them üll. Sock teflimonies 
may be very well deſigned, and be very right in the 


main, and neverthelefs contain ſome things, to which, 
in matter or manner, we could not lawfully adhere. 


 — Would to God, that cautiouſneſs in repreſenting 
other mens ſins, eſpecially in our worſhipping of 
God, while we had been ſevere towards our own; 
—and cautiouſneſs in adhering to human teſtimonies, 
while we had readily received the inſpired teſtimony 
of Chriſt, and earneſtly reduced it to practice,. —had 
been the worſt blemiſh in Seceding Miniſters and 


people; and that, inſtead of ſo many dry difputes, 


and cavilling at, and perverting one another's words, 


our principal ſtrife had been, who ſhould RAY BE Sr, 


' FREACH BEST, and LIVE BEST; and that you, who 
muſt in a very little, give a very extenſive account of 


your conduct, before the judgment ſeat of Chriſt, 
would, by his grace, begin to leave a proper example 
of that charity, that candor, that humility, that 


meekneſs, which becometh an aged miniſter, and 
nen witneſs of Jeſus Chriſt! 
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